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REMARKS 

Please reconsider the application in view of the above amendments and the following 
remarks. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-21 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 8 and 15 have been amended. 
These amendments introduce no new matter and support is replete throughout the specification. 
These amendments are made without prejudice and are not to be construed as abandonment of 
the previously claimed subject matter or agreement with any objection or rejection of record. 

Examiner Interview 

Applicants appreciate the courtesy extended by Examiner Pachol and Supervisory 
Examiner Haskins in the personal interview on February 28, 2008. In the interview, it was 
discussed that the claimed invention reduces a period of time required from the time scanning of 
the original is started to the time the transmission of the image data of all pages of the original is 
completed by converting the image data of each page of the original into plurality of packets of 
electronic mail data in parallel with scanning and generation of image data. When the generation 
of the electronic mail data of one packet of plurality of packets of each page is completed, the 
electronic mail transmission data for this one packet of plurality of packets is then serially 
transmitted. 
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In contrast, Tanimoto (JPO 2002-281230) scans a page while generating an image data in 
parallel with the scanning of the page. Each image data corresponding to each page is then 
converted to one e-mail data before sequentially (serially) transmitting this e-mail. 

In view of the above discussion, it was agreed that the claimed invention is not 
anticipated by the cited prior art as noted in the Examiner Interview Summary Record which 
states, among other things, the following: "The explanation provided appears to overcome the 
previous prior-art rejection." In addition, it was agreed that claims 1, 8 and 15 will be amended to 
clarify [the plurality of packets]. In view of the amended claims now of record, it is believed that 
the previous prior art rejection is now moot. Accordingly, Applicants request that the rejection 
regarding independent claims 1, 8 and 15 and its respective dependent claims, as set forth in the 
Final Office Action, be withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

The claims have been shown to be allowable over the prior art. Applicants believe that 
this paper is responsive to each and every ground of rejection cited in the Office Action dated 
January 9, 2008, and respectfully request favorable action in this application. The examiner is 
invited to telephone the undersigned, applicants' attorney of record, to facilitate advancement of 
the present application. 
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If the Examiner believes that this application is not now in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is requested to contact Applicants' undersigned attorney to arrange for an interview to 
expedite the disposition of this case. 

If this paper is not timely filed, Applicants respectfully petition for an appropriate 

extension of time. The fees for such an extension or any other fees that may be due with respect 

to this paper may be charged to Deposit Account No. 50-2866. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Westerman, Hattori, Daniels & Adrian, LLP 




Robert Y. Raheja 



Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 59,274 
Telephone: (202) 822-1100 
Facsimile: (202) 822-1111 



TEB/RYR/adp 
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